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The effects of forming intimate relationships on one’s view of
interpersonal relationships
- Romantic relationships and friendships among adolescents -

Noriko TAGAWA (Graduate School of Education and Human Devel opment, Nagoya Univer sity)
Toshikazu YOSHIDA (Graduate School of Education and Human Development, Nagoya

University)

The purpose of this study was to examine the effects of forming intimate relationships upon one’s view

of interpersonal relationships by questionnaire in a longitudinal design. The view of interpersonal
relationships meant one’s way of view on relating to others. Forming intimate relationships, closeness,
was measured by the quantities of behaviors or activities conducted with one’s partner and by the
feeling of trust in him/her. Questionnaire was delivered twice at 3-months intervals. Subjects were 51
students (21 males and 30 females) who responded to both surveys. The results indicated that as the
behaviors in romantic relationships became more intimate, people tended to consider it important to
cooperate and behave in sincere attitude toward others and to state their opinions clearly. Such a
tendency was remarkable for the people who had romantic relationships for less than 1 year.

Key words: intimate relationships, romantic relationships, friendships, view of interpersonal
relationships, term of romantic relationships
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